
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8017 October 12, 2017 
carefully counsel patients on prescrip-
tions and over-the-counter medications 
to help heal sickness and reduce pain. 
Pharmacists are also considered one of 
the top two most trusted professions in 
America. 

During October, as well as through-
out the year, I encourage everyone to 
visit your pharmacist, ask questions 
about your prescriptions, receive ad-
vice about preventative care, and get 
to know the person who provides your 
medicine and works to keep you 
healthy. 

Thank you, fellow pharmacists, for 
all that you do. Please know that your 
work is appreciated and you are an im-
portant part of keeping our Nation 
healthy. 
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GUN SAFETY LEGISLATION 

(Ms. JACKSON LEE asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker, 
we are now a few days after the most 
violent and largest massacre in modern 
American history in Las Vegas, Ne-
vada. 

Many that you encounter has a story, 
amazingly, about who was there during 
that week. They obviously were not at 
that site, but they may have been in 
Las Vegas for work or otherwise. It 
will be on the minds of Americans for 
a long time. 

Just this past Monday, I stood with 
Sheriff Acevedo, my chief of police, my 
sheriff, my constable; mothers who 
have lost loved ones and children; and 
a woman who had been abused and her 
significant other carried around a 
heavy weapon to scare her, threaten 
her, and abuse her. 

Why we can’t have gun safety regula-
tion, I don’t know, but I believe after 
Sandy Hook and after Pulse nightclub, 
we must pass real gun safety legisla-
tion. We must ban assault weapons, 
ban the bump stocks. We must have 
universal background checks. 

Madam Speaker, it is a shame that 
we cannot save lives. We need gun safe-
ty now, not money in your pockets. 
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OVERCOMING PROBLEMS WITH 
THE AFFORDABLE CARE ACT 

(Mr. LAMALFA asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. LAMALFA. Madam Speaker, I 
want to commend President Trump’s 
decision this week with executive or-
ders to do some of the work we have 
been unable to do so far in the House 
and the Senate, helping people over-
come the problems with the ACA, the 
Affordable Care Act. 

One of the measures he put forth was 
association health plans to allow em-
ployers’ employees to form health 
plans that suit them—indeed, to asso-

ciate with their type of business, their 
type of industry on a small scale in 
their neighborhoods. It makes perfect 
sense, if you want to give people more 
choices. 

Also, short-term, limited-duration 
health insurance plans, which allow 
people to have, if they are in between 
jobs, instead of limiting it to just 3 
months, perhaps just a little longer. In 
the interim, while they are in between 
jobs, they have choices that they could 
afford with the elements in the plan 
they would like. 

Finally, health reimbursement ar-
rangements, which make it where em-
ployees—if they want to provide bene-
fits to their—employers to their em-
ployees, that they can reimburse for 
more issues in their plan, such as help-
ing them pay for their premiums, if 
that is how the employee wishes to 
have that. 

Flexibility is what we need; choices 
are what we need; and then Congress 
needs to be able to accomplish some-
thing in the Senate so we can bring it 
back and give this to the American 
people. 
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RESPONSE TO THE REPUBLICAN 
TAX PLAN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 
TENNEY). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2017, the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
KHANNA) is recognized for 60 minutes as 
the designee of the minority leader. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. KHANNA. Madam Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and to include ex-
traneous material on the subject of my 
Special Order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. KHANNA. Madam Speaker, be-

fore my colleagues in the Congres-
sional Progressive Caucus and I begin 
our discussion about the response to 
the Republican tax plan, I wish to take 
a moment to express our sympathy for 
the people of northern California who 
are facing devastating and destructive 
wildfires. 

I represent a Silicon Valley district 
where hundreds of our neighbors to our 
north and south remain missing. Tens 
of thousands are suffering at this very 
moment from the destruction of more 
than 150,000 acres and counting, as well 
as an increasing number of family 
homes and businesses. It seems that 
our Nation has been struck by one na-
tional tragedy after another. Our pray-
ers are with the California residents, 
and I know that everyone in this body 
is committed to their relief. 

I also, on a personal note, want to 
recognize Liz Bartolomeo, who has 
been my communications director and 
worked very hard with the Congres-
sional Progressive Caucus. She is going 
on to work for Democracy Alliance. I 

wish her very well in her next steps, 
and I thank her for her service to our 
office and to the Congressional Pro-
gressive Caucus. 

The purpose of this hour is to discuss 
the Republican economic plan, and I 
have distinguished colleagues of mine 
who will be joining us. I just want to, 
at the outset, articulate the basic dif-
ference in philosophy. 

The President and the Republicans 
believe that to grow our economy, to 
create jobs, the way to achieve that is 
by giving tax cuts to corporations, giv-
ing tax cuts to the investors in stock, 
giving tax cuts to the executives who 
already get large compensation pack-
ages; and that if we do that, if we cut 
corporate tax rates at a time where 
corporations are making record profits, 
if we give more tax breaks to those 
who are investing in our stock market, 
if we give more tax breaks to those 
who get dividend checks, then some-
how, magically, people making 30 
grand or 40 grand will see their wages 
go up, that somehow we are going to 
get many more jobs in places across 
this country. 

And the question is why would we be-
lieve that? Why would we think the 
trickle-down economics, which has 
failed time and again, is going to help? 
Does someone really believe, in my dis-
trict, who is a construction worker or a 
nurse or a teacher, that lowering the 
corporate tax rate is going to do any-
thing to put more money in their pock-
et, that it is going to do anything for a 
nurse who is struggling to get an apart-
ment and pay rent to be able to afford 
that rent, or that it is going to do any-
thing for people in Youngstown, Ohio, 
to be able to send their kids to school 
or get vocational training or get a col-
lege education? 

The difference is very simple. Our be-
lief is, if you want to raise wages—if 
you want to give more pay to average 
Americans, just go raise wages. Pro-
vide the tax credit to those making 
under $75,000. For one-third of the cost 
of the Republican tax plan, which is 
geared towards corporations and the 
investor class, we could give every sin-
gle American, who is making under 
$75,000, a 20 percent pay raise. I believe 
that is bottom-up economics, and that 
is actually what is going to grow the 
economy. 

It is not a matter of just the econom-
ics. It is a matter of common sense. 
Think about it. Who do you think is 
going to create more jobs in the United 
States? Someone worth 5 million bucks 
who gets tax money back and is going 
to invest in stocks? Or is that money 
going to create jobs in the United 
States? Or could that money be spent 
anywhere in the world, sheltered any-
where in the world? As opposed to if 
you give that money to someone mak-
ing $50,000, $60,000, they are going to 
spend that money in their local com-
munity; they are going to buy more 
groceries; they are going to buy more 
things for their house; they are going 
to get more education; that money is 
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